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Purpose ( 9 t '  @,'oiihact: Consuitarive Process Meeting- Meeting Notes 

May I 2003, Comment Resolution Meeting 
for 

the Soil Risk Screen 

A meeting M,~LS held Oil  May 1, 2003 to discuss several draft reports. Elowever, the soil 
risk screeii d scussion took ail available time. 

i"r t tzn tde e s _-___ 1. 

le11 A i i i ~ ~ ~ i g l i ,  Dave Kruchek, Elizabeth Pottorff, Carl Spreng 
DOE: NCJL'llid Cztstancda, Ilick DiSalvo, RLES McCallister, Keg Tyler 
K-H: Marla t2roussard, Lalie Butler 
K-H Team: *;usan Scrreze 

Rcpci:-r Slatus 
~__._ 

11. 
CDPHE \vas <isl:cd M licii cormwits on the Characterization Data Summary Report for 
IHSSs 165 L U ! ~  I76 \ [odd  be ready. Carl Spreng stated that he would send comments 
soon. 

111. ISSLH?, 

1. Tlie I3C)As are being revised. Three esamples were handed out for review 
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2. Tlic soil I isk scrcen process was discussed in detail. IHSS Group 600-2 was used as 
an example. The exaiiiple IHSS Group 600-2 soil risk screen was revised with 
coiiciii rciice from ail parties. 'The revised soil risk screen language follows: 

"The Soil I h i k  Screen (SICS) follows the stcps identified in Figure 3 in Attachment 5 of 
the RFCA Modiiicatiuii (DOE et al. 2003): 
Screen 1 -- A re the contaniiiiant of concern (COC) coilcentrations below RFCA Table 3 
WRW Soil Action Lcvels? 
Yes, all CCX s are be lo^ WRW ALs. 
Screen 4 - I there aii enviitrnmentai pathway and sufficient quantity of COCs that would 
cause an waxdaiice or  the surface mater standard (SWS)'? 
Migration vi'l erosion and groundwater are the two possible pathways whereby surface 
water couic! liecome contaminated by PAC 400-802. Both pathways are unlikely based 
on the lorn icvels of soil contaminants and this lHSS Group being located in a flat-lying 
area not p r o i : ~  to landslides or  erosion. 
Ground~~atrti imnitoring miills from nearby well 85202 do not indicate concentrations 
of anaiytes aiwve RFCA groundwater I'ier I ALs. Results from this well indicate that 
cis-1,2-diciili,roettiei?c. tetraciiloroetliene, vinyl chloride and trichloroethene are greater 
than RFCA 1 ier iI g:-ound\vatcr ALs, but less than Tier I groundwater AIS as shown in 
the f o i h  i 1 1 : )  l'ablc: 

The neares;l .,art;ice u ater Point of Evaluation (POE), GSSO, is located approximately 
3,000 l e t  iioi'tlieast and the nearest Point of Compiiance (POC), SW027, is located 

monitor M ;ttc:r li-om the Solar Evaporation Ponds and Triangle areas. Recent data from 
SW027. \\iiiL\li monil \\ atcr ti-om a iarge part of the IA, indicate that radionuclides are 
present in V C ! ~  :inial 1 c.juantilies at this monitoring station (total uranium .428). However 
the anniytc: i n  \vel1 X:;202 groundwater were nut reported at SU'027. 

cme m ~ l e  e ~ i t - ~ ~ ~ t h e a ~ t  of IHSS Croiip 600-2. (is50 is designed to 

Further gri~~iiidwaler cvalu3ti~xi will be p r t  of the groundwater plume remedial decision 
and futrire <,irmide e\ nliiatioii. 

Scree11 5 -- '\ ry C"0C I.'oi?ceiitrarions below Table 3 Action Levels for Ecological 
Receptors'.' 
Yes, ail COt I;o!lccilLratio1ls are below the ALs for Ecological Receptors." 



It was agrccc: l int  tlic other cloesout report soil risk screen ftirmats would following this 
format and ILxg:iagc. 

3. The nwc?  lbr a S C I ; ~  risk screen Cor surface soil was discussed. The following 
laiiguagc but noi .I soil risk screen, was agreed to: "Contamination migration via 
erosioi; 1 , tlic pos ,ible p;ith-vvaj wliercby surface water could become contaminated by 
PAC 900~175. E iowe\ cr. hecausc PAC 900-1 75 is not located in an area prone to 
laiidslicic , o r  high crosioi) and the surfbce soil COCs are present in very small 

necessnr? to protczt surfrice water." IC-13 sent this language to CDPHE on May 2, 
2003 I b r  !inal coiicurrence. 

tioiis aid are liinitecl in their areal extent further soil removal is not 

It was agrccci that a[ d h c r  IHSSs or IHSS groups wliere only surface soil was evaluated, 
the soil risL m e n  is iiot iieecled, but that this language along with the justification of 
why only !<Li. facc soil was coilsidered, will be added 

The next ii-idifig- is iclieduled Ibr Thursday, May 15,2003. from 10:30 AM to 12:OO PM. 

I_ .  BI-ooks, 1;-11 ESS 
M. Biouswrd, 1<-1H RISS 
l a .  BLltlcr, I<-1-1 KISS 
11. Davis, I<-13 RISS 
C. Deck, I<-H Legal 
1). k4ayo. K-f-l RlSS 
.i. Mead. K-11 ESS 
S. Nests, K-H RISS 
I ,. Norland, IC-H RISS 

A. Primrose, I<-H RISS 
14. Shelton. I<-H 
I< Wiemclt, K-H RISS 

K. North, I<-H ESS 

K. Griggs, K-H Team 
C. Kelly, K-H ?'earn 
S. Laker, K-tf Team 
I). Radtke, K-H Team 
D. Reeder, I<-H Team 
M. Rutliven, K-H Team 
S. Serreze, K-1-1 Team 
'r. Spence, K-H Team 
E. Woodland, K-H Team 
Ad in in istrat ive Record 
ER Meeting Miiiutes 
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